
We nrere, Of course, disappointed to find that the Five
Great i'owers responsible for calling the Internatio„e,1, t3onference were
not prepared t© aeoept the democTetic principie of Majori•iy üecision$,
did n,~t have sufficient confidence in each other and In #MWa#4vre.s t*
f$e1 that their vOtes and ours would be given oxly to furtiter the

lexal interests of all the free nations .

They insisted that the United Nations rrould act tmly througk
e Security Council and that no important decision in the Security
Council would be made vaithout the concurrence of eaola of them, in other
t•iords, that each of them would have an absolute veto a

Mien the reL;t of us signed that Charter, we had to accept
this condition and we did so after it had been stated by representatives
of the Big Powers that the veto would be used sparingly and with a due
sense of responsibility to the world at largo.

This statement was made in the presence of the Imes1aa
deieg4tes tivho did not demur but, nevertheless, they have sinae used
their veto more than tweaty times and have consistently frustated the
best attem.,:ts to make the Security Cquilcil work4ble as the main In-
strum~ent of the United Nations to secure and naintain peace a

Nevertheless, peace is so important to all of us that we
must still regard the United Nations either in its aresent forgl or 11t
such modified fozm as pircuanstances may make inevit~.ble, as an indis-
pensable mediinn, and Channel, and forum through :•rhich the peoples of
the v;orld can ;-;ork out the institutions und arrangements ï ;hiEh peace,
security and even survival, aprerar to tequire .


